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Dear Paul, 


4/20/69 


Relet 4/27 I am certain youadid send me much of the de3 report of 
10/25/63. I failed to note where 1 filed it under his name. If you can send me 
the CD number I can ®erhaps locate it that way. I do not now recall why I asked 
for another copy but I suspect it is because I will want to quote from it in 
writing and would cut those pieces out end paste in. Do not go to any trouble on 
the Eehrer and WSJ stories, bu do you remember the source of your info? I might 
be able to go further with the Rehrer story and there is much that doesn’t make 
sense about the Quigley matter. I believe I told you about Barbara Reid taking 
Boxley along when she interviewed a friend of Q’ s, and that Boxley filed an 
entirely inadequate report on it. 

I’m glad to get a set of your memos that I can file together. I have 
those I had filed by subject. 

Sending Lattimer’s "The Xennedy-Connelly Single-Bullet Theory”. He 
h8s not responded to my letter asking for his first article. I have a minor 
clipping on it, nothing more. I’d like to have the other because there is stuff 
in this one John Nichols can use in his suit and I can when I seek from the Archives 
what they refuse, like permission to handle a shello And other possible uses. 

Your suggestionson the transfer nemo transfer are good. I think I 
will write both DJ and SS and in the case of DJ aso the lawyer to tell me how to 
make formel application under the Freedom of Information Act to involve them more 
in willful withhold! nging. I am not too concerned about the content, for that I 
have known since I rescued Whalen back in late 1966. 

On 1269: No, I had completely forgotten. I think I shell make in- 
quiry. I dug up rest of file in 1966. Careless to have missed that. 

I doubt is the 5H240 reference life to McDermid and I do not recall 
Nichols being asked bbout this or v&lunteering, which I sm glad to recall and hope 
I can keep, in mind at the right time. It is also significant that Weds knew on 
Saturday that A-bt would not represent Oswald, for the police most certainly knee 
it hwn they were still telling Oswald they were trying to get Abt for him. Wade 
had and has his own problems with the police, he explained them, esp. Eritx, to 
ma. I’d like to have* the time and money to go down there and interview some, esp. 
those well on the way to successful careers, who later quit. Yade is not the kind 
of man he is represented as being. I will want to see him again when I have most 
of AQENT OSWALD written and can show it to him. I think he will be helpful, and 
his recall will be helped by reading an orgsnizea presentation. 

I had not noticed what you point out re CS237 vs Odum 1. The immed- 
iate suggestion to me is a fiifference in the exposure in printing, perhaps s 
photo expert, like Johann Bush, could be helpful. I can ask here -that background, 
where not cut out, seems unreal. X believe it was doctored before eliminated. This, 
compared with the lighting, some of which additionally seems inconsistent, makes 
me wonder. The typed legend on the bottom of the print I have makes me believe 
they sctusllt had a small print that was then enlarged. It would have be=n 
better had the original enlarging been done from the original negative, rtiich was 
pcs sible. The CIA. had to have desired otherwise. They knew it. Shy there had to 
be two different sets of doctoring escapes me. I’m interested as you carry this 
further. 



I’ve made a note on asking Helen to check papers. I suspect it got no 
attention there, that the papers did not connect because none from N.O. was 
-liny. If it appeared and Helen did not send then there is reason for her long 
and unusual silence, 

My purpose was to shake Hal up. H e should never had done whst he 
did, never have carried that letter with him, really had no need to copy it 
at all. Whether or net there have already been consequences I cannot be eertsin. 

1 suspect there has been. However, that is past. a y real purpose was to impress 
upon him that he simplyxinust not do such things, that he cannot impose his 
judgement of the trustworthiness of people over Mne where I am involved, and 
to try and make him understand that the absence <Sf unfavorable knowledge on his 
part about trustworthiness and dependability, in the face of the presence of the 
knowledge eslewhere especially, is not the some as certification of trustworthiness. 
This also disturbed me because of the warm feeling i havef for him. I did not want 
to write him as I did. It was painful. 1 felt is also was necessary. This sort 
of thing is "counterproductive” and creates unnecessary hazards. Frankly, I am 
also very much worried about his closeness, to Turner after what has been established 
about him. And 3ud's. S me of what we have, learned beyond any doubt should have 
reached him. The great harm, the close-to-fstal tragedy he wrought in N.O., should 
br all Hal need know {and Bud does{. But his own analysis, if he stops to think, 
should trouble him. If there is a viable, significant thing Turner and Ramparts 
between them have corns up with it has escaped me. Now with that enormous expen- 
diture of time and money, perticuto rly with the reputation on which he so skilfully 
trades, can we believe he could Jot have come up with anything at all but serious 
trouble for us? At hough the Overstreets are terrible end undependable, I think a 
■ hat "hey have on Turner should be read with care, if with suspicion. Hew rnsyy 
times can we survive being burned the *ame way by the seme people. From your 
own limited experience you know the extent of his incomoatence (Rush). With nothing 
good coming from him and all the harm already established, any association with 
him presents all' of us to, needless jeopardy, ^nd he certainly should not be told 
anything of significance we learn. 1® cannot impose my judgement on anyone, nal 
also knew my feelings about Fred. This made his transgression the more serious. I 
do not want to feel T cannot send you everything I have time for, let you know, 
to the degree I can, what I am doing. But I also cannot risk having him fuck it up 
with childish indulgences that could not, conceivably, serve any mature purpose. 

Fred has already hurt me too much and has already established a record of unde- 
pendability that is without question. The sa$e is true of Lifton, where I suspect 
the root is mental illness. That bastard has been campaigning egainst me, threaten- 
ing me with lawsuits and a miscellany of other things that come back to me. He is 
much brighter, which mskeshim more dangerous. I do not want anything. 1 say about 
anything even mentioned to him. for have seen his capacity for total and not 
accidental misrepresentation. If you people have not, there is nothing I can do 
about fhat. There is no question. His intrusion into the Reseda debate I had lined 
up with Li -be 1 er is not at all as he represents, nor is the record, nor the things 
he quotes me ss having s8id. They are manufactures, snd 1 have the carbons of my 
letters to prove it. I submit any man who is capable of this, for any reason 
whatsoever,' cannot be trusted with anything, regardless of the personal feelings 
one may have about him. When I saw the filth he was distributing 5 I phoned him 
when you asked me to, snd he promised to send it to me and he did not) I faced 
him on it, in writing. He has been totally silent, has not made any retraction 
or explanation. He is at best a wieiMo, at worst???? But how much more does tie have 
to do that attack others of us who have done nothing to him or send frameups 
under oath to Garrison? This is what he and Thornley did about Heindell, as he 
dishonestly acknolwedged in one of his Open City opi. It is in tcie area that T 
have the most serious worries about us. I wish I could persuade others of this. 

I see nothing to be lost by csre, everything to he gai ned, end stupidity in 
failing to learn about hot irons. 



Hal has written me and x have responded. Isent the first letter to 
you not to embarrass him but in tfce jope he would talk it over with you. I deliberat- 
ly did not tell hint exactly the cause of r.y complaint because I went him to 
think it through, as he has begun to, and because I wanted to avoid fingering my 
source, to prevent further needless damage. 

There has been a further exchange with Sylvia on the Epstein-NYT 
piece. I think I did not sand you copies. If she does not, let me know. Again, 
with Sylvia, despite the enormous respect * have for he rax, since the lets' summer 
of 196? I have bean disturbed about her balance, her rationalisty. I now find her 
being dishonest, something I would never have thought possible. x n 1b r letter 
to the Times she said whst I had asked her, in telling bar, never to ssy for 
I wanted to use it in the book. When it was used in court by Techt, she knew I 
had told him and for that purpose only. She did not learn of this from Wecht or 
his testimony, but from me, on trust. It was in no sense necessary to her letter. 

I renewed contadt with her because she phone : Bud and offered to help in the 
DC case despite her antipathy for Garrison. I misread this. 3he knew that in this 
letter, mi f it is printed, she would be making a rederd of herself, her own per- 
ception, that is false, tt uld be taking credit for what she failed to note and 
I did, knew she would he takins the ddge off that hook and one of the means 
by which it could appeal to e potential publisher. That this is semethingaof 
which I would once have considered her entirely incapable is not what x must go 
by. That she did, knowing what she was doing, is what must influence me with her 
from now on. siaply cannot afford to give her any more "secrets”. And her think- 
ing about oublishability - her own representation of her own non- publishing 
history 6 is entirely contrary to what she has recorded to me in writing. If I 
cannot understand why the is now this way, I cannot escape the fact that she is. 
Mealing with principled people who do the wrong thing is more difficult than 
coping with those without principle. 

Everyone frop whom I have heard holds your opinion of the Epstein 
article and him. However, I hope you noted my parenthetical comment to the 
editor on the source of his knowledge of those t:infes x had never said where 
he could have h-srd them. Esl has seen the stack of CIS. transcripts of my 
appearances that I have. Where else? Vast other source? 

The NCR copy was so you could spatcheck and keep if it is close 
to the final product, save cost and time of xeroxing. I hav no spare copy right 
now and want the published copy as soon as you have finished with it. But not 
before. As to who sees it, I would want Hslmand ^ia, if they h-ve time and desire 
to do rapidly, ^y need for the copy suggests the others not now necessary. I h ve 
written Hsrv without response. I wont no use of the material, for I still went <bo 
try and place the book and, as you know, I am having s kind of correspondence 
with s number ofxpeople. I re-emphasize because you mento.cn his name here, nothing 
of any nature in eny way represented to -Liffcon. If I thought Colon would try and 
do anything to help I would want him to see it. But busy as he is and with the 
chnages in him _anless he has again changed), I think it serves no purpose. 

O 

As soon as I get e copy of PM back I’ll send it. Right now I have 
no copy of any on of the three editions. 

3y ell means concentrate on your school work. I’ve tried without 
success to get Gary to cuitaih some of his activities to this end. 

Our workman the rifles and sue 11 si is advancing, thahks mostly to a 

Bernabei, who may come here soon to carry it fur the:'. I have a humbar of tests 
lined up, etc. There remains little doubt it was phoney evidence. As it reaches 
completion, you will hear. I’ve suggested to Bernabie that wo esk you boys to 

l*' dbiM iSu-JTv " 



